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against Topal 'Osman is open to criticism, his behaviour after his defeat
deserves the highest praise, The disaster, he said, had been ordained by-
Fate, at whose decrees it was useless to revile.1 In this spirit he set
about the stupendous task of reconstituting his army.
Nadir held a conference with his principal officers at Mandali, and
gave his men leave to return to their homes to refit.2 He issued urgent
orders to all parts of the country for arms and equipment of all kinds,
together with baggage animals, to be collected ; the artillery and munitions
were to be of better quality and greater in quantity than before.3 In-
structions were issued to the provincial authorities to see to the refitting
of their troops (who were to be at Hamadan in two months' time) and to
enrol recruits.
On the 4th August, Nadir arrived at Hamadan, and attended in person
to his great task. He ordered 200,000 tomans (approximately ,£440,000)
to be distributed to the troops to compensate them for their losses and to
enable them to purchase new equipment; every man who had lost a horse
worth ten tomans was given one worth double that amount, and the
same principle was followed in regard to camels, tents and arms.4
In the relatively short space of two months the gigantic work was accom-
plished, and, on the 22nd Rabi* II (2nd October), Nadir left Hamadan
for the Turkish frontier with his reconstituted army.5 On reaching
Kirmanshah, he heard that Fulad Pasha, of Adana, was stationed on the
Diyala river, a few miles beyond Zuhab, in order to guard against an
advance on Kirkuk. As on his previous march, Nadir le'ft his baggage
and artillery behind and, marching by mountain tracks, aimed at surprising
the enemy. The attempt was less successful than on the previous occasion,
but the Turks, after a skirmish had taken place, beat a retreat.
It was at this juncture that the news first reached Nadir6 that Muhammad
Khan Baluch had revolted. Nadir's exactions had made him unpopular
and his treatment of Tahmasp had outraged the feelings of many Persians
who had not, however, hitherto dared to show their sentiments openly.
It was reported in Isfahan in April, 1733,' that Nadir had sent for Tahmasp
with the object of reinstating him, but that he, after his defeat, changed his
mind and ordered Tahmasp to be retained in Mashhad, because, under the
altered circumstances, the ex-Shah's rule would have been " inexpedient
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